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PREFACE 


Covernments find themselves caught between the public demand for 
more and more services and reluctance on the part of the same public 
to see taxes increase to meet these demands. As public education at the 
post-secondary level becomes more costly, the demand by students and their 
parents for more financial assistance increases. Taxes must be increased 
to meet these demands. In making policy decisions regarding these matters, 
governments must be sensitive to attitudes of the public and of specific 
interested groups. This study looks at attitudes toward financial assis- 
tance to post-secondary students. 


The study is part of a larger research program undertaken in 1968-69 
by the Students Assistance Board, Department of Education for the pur- 
pose of reviewing present policies and practices in the granting of fin- 
ancial assistance to students in post-secondary educational institutions. 
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Chapter I 


INTRODUCTION AND PLAN OF STUDY 


As the costs of education continue to rise, the issue of revenue 
sources becomes of more and more concern. Part of this concern is with 
the extent to which students and their parents should be expected to 
assume more and more responsibility for the costs of post-secondary ed- 
ucation. Alternatively, are the benefits to society such that the tax- 
payer should pay an increasing proportion of the cost? If the responsi- 
bility is to be shared between the student and his parents, and the 
taxpayer, how can this sharing of costs best be determined? More spec- 
ifically, what form should the assistance take and what should be the 
balance between repayable and non-repayable aid? Should there be limits 
on the types and amount of aid given to students? 


This study is an attempt to look at attitudes of four groups of 
persons regarding some of these questions by means of a questionnaire. 
The four groups are: 

a. a sample of students from various post-secondary institutions 

who received financial assistance in 1967-68 


b. a sample of parents of these students 
cs. a sample of general public 


d. a group of persons more or less directly involved in or concerned 
with financial aid, including financial aid officers in post- 
secondary institutions, high school guidance department heads, 
student union presidents, and government personnel involved in 
administration of student assistance. 


The sample of 673 students was randomly chosen from all students who 
received assistance in the 1967-68 year. Table I gives the distribution 
of students by institution and the numbers and percentages of return for 
each institution. Usual follow-up procedures were used to increase the 
percentage of returns; the numbers and percentages of return given are 
those obtained after follow-up procedures were carried out. It will be 
noted that just under two-thirds of the students completed questionnaires, 
with the highest percent return 68.2%, being from the University of 
Alberta, and the lowest return from nurses, 53.6%. 


Digitized by the Internet Archive 
in 2022 with funding from 
Legislative Assembly of Alberta - Alberta Legislature Library 


https://archive.org/details/ableg 33398001321347 


i) 


Tableal 
Numbers of Students and the Institutions Attended 
along with the Numbers and Percentages of 
Return of Questionnaire 





Number of Students Number of % 





Included in Sample Returns Returns 
University of Alberta 324 221 68.2% 
University of Calgary 125 mL 56.8 
University of Lethbridge 16 10 62.5 
Out of Province University 
Students 64 42 65.6 
Junior Colleges 31 19 6183 
Nurses 28 15 53.6 
Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology 58 $5 60.3 
Southern Alberta Institute 27 LS 5a+6 


of Technology 


The questionnaire was sent also to 528 of the parents of the 673 
students used in the study. There were fewer parents than students be- 
cause some students were independent of their parents and hence did not 
report parental data. Other students applied for and received scholar- 
ships only and also were not required to provide information regarding 
parents. Other students failed to give complete names and addresses of 
parents, or their parents were deceased, separated, or divorced, etc. 

After follow-up, 308, or 58.3% of the parents completed the questionnaires. 
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The sample of general public consisted of 500 persons chosen from 
the telephone directories to be somewhat representative of the province. 
The sample contained 284 persons from Edmonton and Calgary (57% of the 
500 in the sample); the remaining 216, or 43%, were scattered across the 
province and included persons from farms, villages, towns, and small 
cities. After follow-up only 155 completed questionnaires,or 31% of the 
Sample, were received. Of these 80, or 52% of the 155 received, were 
from Edmonton and Calgary, and the remaining 75, or 48% were from other 
locations. The possibility of non-response bias is present in all four 
of these groups, but especially so here. 


The final sample consisted of 60 persons more or less directly in- 
volved with financial aid to student, including government personnel 
in adminstration of financial assistance, financial aid officers in 
post-secondary institutions, high school guidance department heads, and 
student union presidents in post-secondary institutions. After follow- 
up, 50, or 83.3%, of the questionnaires were returned. This was the 
highest percent return for all the groups. For the sake of brevity, 
this group will be referred to as "awards officers" throughout the re- 
port. 


A copy of the questionnaire used in the study is included in 
Appendix A. The first twenty-six questions of the questionnaire were 
common for all four groups, with the remaining one to three items being 
different for the different groups as given in Appendix A. It will be 
noted that the questionnaire items were set up in such a way as to fac- 
ilitate easy checking of the desired response, with space for any com- 
ments which the person completing the questionnaire might like to 
include. Results of the questionnaire item are reported in the following 
chapters, and include both the more objective item responses as well as 
the most frequently provided comments. The initial draft of the quest- 
ionnaire was administered to a sample of students and their parents as 
a check on readability and appropriateness of items, and the final draft 
reflects suggestions made by these groups for revision. 


A scanning of the questionnaire items will reveal that they tend 
to group around the four main headings: 


a. policy regarding responsibility for financing education beyond 
high school 


b. parental contribution to post-secondary education 
c. loans, including the possible limits on loans 
d. grant-loan considerations 


Results of the study are reported under these four main headings. 
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Chapter II 
Family and/or Societal Responsibilities for 
Financing Education Beyond High School 


Many provincial governments maintain that the primary responsibility 
for financing education beyond high school rests with the parents and the 
student. Question 1, of the questionnaire asked respondents to indicate 
their degree of agreement or disagreement with this policy; the data are 
presented in Table 2. For the sake of simplicity, only the percentage of 
respondents in each category is given along with the total number of re- 
spondents in each group. This format was used throughout all of the 
tables to follow. 


Examination of the data in Table 2 reveals a somewhat greater tend- 
ency for awards officers over the other groups to agree with the policy 
stated. Two-thirds of the awards officers either agreed or strongly 
agreed with the policy, whereas the corresponding percentages for the 
general public, parents, and students were approximately 54%, 46%, and 
44% respectively. Few persons in any group found themselves in the un- 
decided category. The views within each group on this question were 
obviously not consistent, however. That is, substantial proportions of 
persons in each group showed some measure of agreement and another sub- 
stantial portion showed a measure of disagreement. For example, of the 
parents group, some 46% agree or strongly agreed with the policy and 
approximately 50% disagreed in some measure with the policy. Comments 
volunteered by the respondents showed this same tendency for polarity of 
views to occur. For example, for the student group, 35 students stated 
that society alone should be responsible for post-secondary education, 
and 25 students stated that the student alone should be responsible for 
his post-secondary education costs. Another 32 students stated that 
society is in third position of responsibility after the parents and the 
student, and a further 29 students stated that individual factors such as 
the age of the student, the size of the family, and other family circum- 
stances should be the deciding factor. The most frequent comments given 
by parents were the following: society alone should be responsible for 
post-secondary education (lOparents), and both society and students 
should be responsible for the cost of post-sesondary education (6 parents). 
The overall conclusion one can draw from these results is that there is 
considerable variations in views on the matter of primary responsibility 
for meeting costs of post-secondary education. 


Question 2 approached the same issue in a slightly different way. 
In this item the respondent was asked to react to the following state- 
ment: "Parents, if family circumstances permit, should be expected to 
pay a major portion of their children's post-secondary education costs". 
The data for this question are given in Table 3. All four groups showed 
a higher level of agreement with this statement than was true for Quest- 
ion 1. Four out of five parents, general public, and awards officers 
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Table 2 
Attitudes Toward Parents and Student Responsibility 
for Financing Post-Secondary Education 


Question 1 
The policy of many provincial governments is that the primary responsibility 


for financing education beyond high school rests with the parents and the 
student. How do you react to this policy? 


Students Parents General Awards Total 

Public Officers Group 

N=424 N=306 N=153 N=50 N=933 

1. strongly agree 4.7% hae es 205.3% 14.0% N=933 
2. agree 389 Cee) a353 5250 3727 
3. undecided Bao 4.6 329 2.0 a2 
4. disagree oF) 36.6 30741 24.0 35.4 


5. strongly disagree Loe Nes wee 12.4 8.0 1326 
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Table 3 
Reaction to Statement That Parents, Should be 
Expected to Pay a Major Portion of Their 
Children's Post-Secondary Education Costs 


Question 2 
React to the following statement: Parents, if family circumstances 


permit, should be expected to pay a major portion of their children's 
post-secondary education costs. 


Ee 


Students Parents General Awards Total 

Public DELicers Group 

N=425 N=308 N=154 N=50 N=937 

2 eee ee ee anal dl secession eae eta ete nia ere 

1. strongly agree P27 07% LSeo7 27:97, 22.0% V6947, 
2. agree 45.2 64.6 55-8 56.0 5309 
3. undecided vas 239 2.6 6.0 isk!) 
4. disagree 2953 14.6 9e7 16.0 1936 
5. strongly disagree ae2 ie9 3H8 0.0 5.0 
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showed either strong agreement or agreement with the statement whereas 
close to three out of five students showed some measure of agreement. 
The definite conclusion of these results is that parents who are in a 
position to be able to assist their children with post-secondary educa- 
tion are believed to have a responsibility to do so. 


The question of sources of parental contribution was considered in 
Question 28 of the questionnaire to parents. The data are presented in 
Table 4. Just half of the parents indicated regular income as a major 
source of money. Fewer than one parent in eight reported the money 
had come from savings specifically set aside for this purpose, or from 
general savings and assets such as property, stocks, etc., or from loans 
taken out. Eight of the parents reported that their son or daughter found 
part-time employment in order to pay tuition, thus reducing the actual 
parental contribution. In a few cases the mother went to work especially 
to raise money to meet the need, and in a few other cases the father earned 
extra money by taking on additional work. 


The issue of financial independence of the family was dealt with in 
Question 25. The data are presented in Table 5. Of the total group of 
respondents, two in five tended to reject fixed criteria for determining 
financial independence, preferring instead an examination of an individ- 
ual's particular circumstances. One person in eight in the total group 
of respondents felt that students should not be expected to be financially 
independent of parents as long as they were attending post-secondary in- 
stitutions. Interestingly enough the general public and parent groups 
gave this response about two to three times as frequently as the student 
group. Fifteen students commented that financial independence should be 
based on the quality of the parent-student relationship -- if poor, the 
student should be considered independent of the parent for financial 
assessment purposes: Eleven students commented that an arbitrary defin- 
ition of financial independence is not possible -- some students are never 
mature enough for such independence: On the other hand, eight students 
claimed that the student should have independence when he wants it: It 
would seem apparent from the comments that some students see financial 
independence of the parents to be closely allied to general independence 
on the part of the student, and don't wish to have financial links with 
the family. Few parents commented on this issue. Of those who did, six 
stated that the student should be considered independent after he has 
obtained his first degree and has earning power. 
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Table 4 
Sources of Parental Contribution 


Question 28 


Students Assistance Board records indicate that you have one or more 
children who received financial assistance in the 1967-68 year. The 
amount of assistance given was based in part upon an expected contri- 
bution from you. From what sources did this contribtuion come? 

Mark the three most important sources. 


Parents 
N=286 
ee eee 
1. regular income 431% 
2. savines®specifically set vaside it, 9 
3. general savings and other assets (property, stocks, etc.) 10.5 
4. loan from bank or other agency 12,3 
5. mother went to work specifically for this purpose 19.2 
6. father took an extra job or worked longer hours oh 
7. other - please explain under "comments" 258 
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Table 5 
Opinions Regarding Conditions for Financial 
Independence from Parents 


Question 25 
In your opinion, when should an individual be considered as financially 


independent of his parents as far as paying the cost of post-secondary 
education is concerned. 
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Students Parents General Awards Total 
Public Officers Group 
N=425 N=304 N=153 N=50 N=445 
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post-secondary ed- 
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Svat age’ 21. 11.4 8.3 5B 106555 Be9 
4, When he or she is 
no longer living at 
home. Lea 97.0 be, 1S. 6 1057 
5. When he or she 
get married. 13% 7 1467 14.5 nies 16.5 
6. He or she should 
not be expected to be 
financially independent 
as long as he or she is 
going to post-secondary 
school. 6.6 Loney 16.0 11.8 14.9 
7. It depends on the 
individuals particular 
situation. 34 DL 40.9 44.7 3945 38.0 
8. A combination of 
the above or other. a1 0.9 3.6 6.8 23 
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A large proportion of all four groups agree that no student should 
have to interrupt his post-secondary education for financial reasons as 
shown in Table 6. Combining the strongly agree and agree categories the 
percentages are: Students - 90.4%; Parents - 84.2%; General Public - 78.0%; 
Awards Officers - 78.77%; and Total Group - 85.7%. It is not surprising 
that students feel this a little more strongly than do persons in the 
other groups because of their direct involvement. Some 71 persons (31 stu- 
dents, 23 parents, 11 general public, 6 awards officers) commented that 
interruption of education should depend upon the nature of the financial 
reasons, and that poor student effort or extravagance should be cause for 
denying further aid. Thirteen students commented that interruption is 
unnecessary because the government provides adequate assistance. An ad- 
ditional thirteen students commented that the effect of interruption of 
education varies with the student -- in some cases motivation for educa- 
tion may be destroyed, but in other cases a year off to grow up would 
increase motivation. 


The students were asked to indicate the adequacy of the assistance 
granted to them and the importance of the assistance given. (Question 27 
and 29 of the Student Questionnaire) Tables 7 and 8 provide their data. 
Seven out of ten students felt the aid was adequate, one quarter stated 
it was inadequate, and 3.2% stated the aid was more than adequate to 
cover their needs. Some seventeen of the students who stated that the 
aid was inadequate gave as reasons: poor budgeting, social pressure, 
unexpected expense, and cost of out of province trips. Thirty students 
commented that aid covered educational needs well and that the repayment 
policy was fair. 


Close to half of the students stated that they could not have contin- 
ued their education without the assistance given, and an additional two 
students in five would have been hard pressed to get by without it. 

(Table 8) Taken together these categories include 86% of the students. 
Table 9 presents the opinions of parents on the importance of the aid to 
their son or daughter. Close to four out of five parents stated that 
their assistance either made further education immediately possible for 
their children, or removed extreme financial pressure. It is obvious 
that the financial assistance program is meeting a real need. 


The elimination of tuition fees at the post-secondary school level 
has been suggested or a way of reducing the cost of education for the 
student and his parents. This would have the effect, of course, of in- 
creasing the cost to the general taxpayer. The opinion of the four groups 
used in this study to possible elimination of tuition fees was sought on 
Question 23. The data are presented in Table 10. Of the total group, 
70.4% either disagree or strongly disagreed with elimination of tuition 
fees. The between group variability was only 10%, ranging from 66.3% of 
the students disagreeing with elimination of fees to 76.8% of the general 
public with this view. The percentages on agree and strongly agree 
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Attitude Toward Interruption of Post-Secondary 


Table 6 


Education for Financial Reasons 


Question 24 


ll 


React to the following statement: No student should have to interrupt 
his or her post-secondary education for financial reasons. 


1. strongly agree 


2. agree 


3. undecided 


4, disagree 


5. strongly agree 


6. other comments 





Students 


N=425 


61.9% 


Zour 


Parents 


N=304 


eh eee) 


45. 
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General 
Public 


N=150 


305 0% 


40. 


oe 
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Awards 
Officers 


N=47 


295.07. 


48. 
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Table 7 
Student Statement on Adequacy of Financial 
Assistance Received 


Question 27 


Students Assistance Board records indicate that you received financial 
assistance during 1967-68. In your opinion, was the assistance you 


were given, inadequate, adequate to cover needs or more than adequate to 
cover needs? 


Student 
N=408 

1. inadequate 20.243 
2. adequate to cover needs 70.6 


3. more than adequate to cover needs aa2 
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Table 8 
Student Statement on Importance of 
Financial Assistance Received 


Question 29 


Which of the following statements best describes your opinion of the 
importance of the assistance given you? 


ea 


Students 
N=407 
peepee 

1. I could not have continued my education without the 

assistance given. 46.4% 
2. The assistance was a great help and I would have been 

hard-pressed to get by without it. 39.6 
3. I could have managed without assistance but it did make 

finances a little less pressured. 8.4 
4. The assistance was not really needed but it was nice to 

have. Dae 
5. Other - please explain under "comments" Zu 
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Table 9 


Parental Statement on Importance of Financial 
Assistance Granted to Son or Daughter 


Question 29 


Which of the following statements best describes your opinion of the 
importance of assistance given your son or daughter? 





Parents 
N=282 
1. Our son or daughter could not have attended a post- 
secondary institute without the assistance. Jol. 
2. The assistance was a great help and we would have 
been hard-pressed without it. 41.8 
3. We could have managed without assistance but it did make 
finances a little less pressured. Vea 
4. The assistance was not really needed but it was nice 
to have. Ea ES 


5. Other - please explain under '" comments ". 220 
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Table 10 
Attitude Toward Possible Elimination of 
Tuition Fees 
Question 23 
Some people argue that student tuition fees in post-secondary institutions 


should be eliminated and that this cost should be borne entirely by the 
taxpayer. How do you feel about this? 


i 


Students Parents General Awards Total 

Public Officers Group 

N=421 N=301 N=151 N=48 N=921 

1. strongly agree lla6e 7 8 seeps Ae 2% 9.4% 
2. agree 2.1 i353 6.6 18.8 lie? 
3. undecided 10.0 7Te9 6.6 4.2 8.4 
4. disagree 43.0 5426 8O9dd 43.8 46.1 


5.%sstrongly disagree B3e3 1803 ddef 29.2 24¢3 


ai 5 
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combined for the four groups were: Students - 23.7%; Parents - 20.3%; 
General PublicpenlonsipeaAwardes Officers 2023 30%3.vandeTotal Group - 21.3%. 
Proportionately more than twice as many students as general public would 
like to see tuition fees eliminated. Interestingly enough, the attitude 

of parents on this issue is more like that of awards officers and the 
general public than like that of the students, their own sons and daughters. 


Written comments on the issue of elimination of tuition fees were 
interesting. Thirty-eight students, seven parents, three general public 
group, and two awards officers stated that taxpayers have enough to pay 
for and tuition fees are a bargain. Forty-nine persons (29 students, 11 
parents, 4 general public, 5 awards officers) commented that students 
value what they contribute toward and therefore tuition fees should not 
be eliminated. Another 18 students, 3 parents, and 3 general public 
stated that no fees would require more stringent admission policies, 
otherwise some students would just take up space. On the other hand, 
twenty-three persons (15 students, 7 parents, and 1 from general public) 
recommended that fees should be either lowered or kept stable. 


This chapter will conclude with the issue of societal and individual 
benefits from post-secondary education. Opinions were sought on Question 
26 of the questionnaire; the data are presented in Table 11. Of the total 
group, one person in twelve believed that society benefited most, whereas 
proportionately twice as many, 17%, believed the individual benefits most. 
The largest proportion, 43.7%, felt that society and the individual bene- 
fit equally and an additional 28.6% noted that the question was difficult 
to answer because of the inseparability of society and the individual. 
Between group comparisons reveal a greater tendency for the general public 
compared to the other three groups to believe the individual benefits the 
most. The most frequent appearing comment (25 students, 5 parents, 3 gen- 
eral public) was that society can benefit only to the extent that the in- 
dividual uses his education. Twenty-five persons (18 students, 2 parents, 
and 5 general public) felt that the individual benefits more by raising 
his socio-cultural-economic level, whereas society doesn't change much. 
Ten students, one parent, four general public, and two awards officers 
pointed out that the form of benefits differs for each. Individual bene- 
fits are immediate and easier to measure than the long-range benefits to 
society. 


In general, the data of this chapter clearly lead to the conclusion 
that both society and the individual are believed to benefit from post- 
secondary education and that both should contribute to the cost. Some 
variation of views exist among the groups questionnaired, but their sim- 
ilarities are more obvious than their differences. 
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Table 11 
Opinion Regarding Societal and Individual 
Benefits of Post-Secondary Education 


Question 26 


Opinions appear to differ about whether it is society or the individual 
that stands to gain from post-secondary education. Some feel that it is 
the individual who benefits the most, others feel it is society, and still 
others claim that the individual and society benefit equally. What do 

you think? 
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Chapter IiI 


PARENTAL CONTRIBUTION TO POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION 


Assuming that parents can reasonably be expected to contribute to 
the post-secondary education of their children, the question arises as to 
the basis for assessing parental contribution. Question 3 through 9 of 
the questionnaire attempted to get opinions on issues in®this area? 


Question 3 asked for degree of agreement or disagreement on the use 
of: annual taxable income of parents as the basis for assessment of con- 
tribtuion; the data are presented in Table 12. Over two thirds of the 
total group agreed or strongly agreed, whereas just under one quarter dis- 
agreed or strongly disagreed with use of the annual income for this pur- 
pose. There is little variation in response from one group to another 
within the total group. Sixty-four persons (51 student, 10 parents, and 
3 general public) suggested that the assessment should consider such factors 
as family crises, the number of children, family debts, and chronic illness 
of parent. Another 16 persons (7 parents, 2 general public, and 7 award 
officers) recommended that a special formula should be used for farming 
and self-employed business people for urban income fluctuates considerably. 
Eleven students, 6 parents, and 5 general public expressed concern that 
many parents can easily conceal substantial portions of their income, 
thus reducing the expected contribution to their sons' or daughters! ed- 
ucation. Despite the difficulties noted, it is apparent that a substantial 
majority of the persons questionnaired believed annual taxable income should 
be the basis of assessment of parental contribution. 


Should there be a minimum level of taxable income below which parents 
would not be expected to contribute to their children's post-secondary 
education, and what should this minimum level be? These issues are dealt 
with in Questions 4 and 5, and the data are presented in Tables 13 and 
14. The vast majority, 86.1%, of the total group believe that low income 
parents should be exempted, with between group variability ranging from 
75.3% for the general public group to 90.3% for the student group. Twenty- 
four persons (14 students, 7 parents, 2 general public, and 1 awards offi- 
cers) felt that parents should contribute as much as possible regardless 
of low income, and should plan for this expense. Other comments made in- 
cluded the suggestion that the minimum level of income considered should 
vary with home location, and low income parents often, contribute propor- 
tionately more than those with higher incomes. 
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Table 12 
Taxable Income as Basis for Assessing 
Expected Parental Contribution 


Question 3 


The basis for assessing the expected contribution from parents should be 
the total annual taxable income of the parents from all sources. (Taxable 
income is not total earnings. It is the amount of income remaining 

after all allowable deductions, for example, for dependents, charitable 
donations etc., have been made.) How do you feel about this? 
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Table 13 
Exemption of Contribution from 
Low Income Parents 


Question 4 


In your opinion, should parents be exempted from contribution ifitheéir 
taxable income falls below a certain limit? 
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Table 14 
Lower Limit of Parental Taxable Income for 
Possible Exemption from Parental 
Contribution 


Question 5 


If you answered yes in question four, what should this lower limit be? 
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Considerable variability in suggested lower limit of taxable income 
for exemption from contribution is evident within groups but not among 
groups in Table 14. In the total group, one person in five felt the low- 
er limit should be set at $2500, one in twelve would set it at $2000, 
another 7.1% would set it at $1500, and 8.8% at $1000. One person in 
eight, 13.1%, would set the lower limit at $750 or less. One person in 
five suggested lower limits ranging from $3000 to $10,000, or felt that 
setting a limit was impractical because too many factors were involved. 
A frequent comment was that the lower limit should depend on the number 
and age of dependents, and should allow for debts to be paid, and accum- 
ulation of reasonable savings for emergencies. 


The possibility of setting a maximum expected parental contribution 
regardless of income was studied in Questions 6 and 7 of the questionnaire, 
and reported in Tables 15 and 16. Just over half of the total group felt 
there should be no maximum amount of parental contribution, an additional 
One person in eight was undecided on the issue, and three persons in ten 
believed there should be a limit. (Table 15) Between group variability is 
evident, with more of the parents and general public suggesting a maximum 
limit than was true for the students and awards officers. From Table 16, 
it is evident that there was little agreement among those who felt there 
should be a maximum limit just what that limit should be, and about one 
third of the total group had no opinion to give. Eighty-three persons 
(38 students, 37 parents, 6 general public, and 2 awards officers) stated 
that parents should pay the total costs or as much as they can afford in 
order to leave funds for those in need. Thirty students, 6 parents, 2 
general public, and 1 awards officers felt that a maximum was unrealistic, 
and that the amount of parental contribution should depend upon the indi- 
vidual situation, including size of family, job opportunities, and so forth. 


Question 8 asked if the respondent could suggest bases other than 
taxable income for determining parental contribution; the proportions of 
response are given in Table 17. Only one person in five in the total 
group could suggest another basis for assessment. However nearly two in 
five of the awards officers, and just over a quarter of the general public 
stated they could suggest alternate bases. The most frequently stated 
alternate bases for parental contribution were: net worth of parent, value 
of capital investments, gross income, voluntary statement by parent of 
what he can contribute, and parental contribution over the years to an 
"education insurance" plan. 


The final question raised regarding parental contribution, Question 9, 
related to the possible requirement of a parental statement of income and 
expenditures to be examined in assessing expected parental contribution. 

As revealed in Table 18, six out of ten persons in the total group, 62.3%, 
either agreed or strongly agreed with such a requirement whereas just 
under a third, 31.6%, either ‘disagreed or strongly disagreed. The range 
of response among groups ranged from 71.4% agreement for the awards of- 
ficers group to 56.8% for the student group. Two thirds of both the 
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Table 15 
Attitude Toward Possible Maximum 
Parental Contribution 


Question 6 
Should there be a maximum amount that parents, including those who could 


afford to pay the total cost, be expected to contribute towards their 
children's education beyond high school? 
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Table 16 
Proposed Maximum Parental Contribution Per Year 


Question 7 


If you agree with number six, what should this maximum be for each year? 
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Table 17 
Possibility of Alternate Basis for Assessing 
Parental Contribution 


Question 8 


Could you suggest a way or ways other than taxable income in which 
parental contribution might be determined? If yes, briefly describe 
method and indicate how much this contribution should be. 
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Table 18 
Attitude Toward Use of Parental Budget 
in Assessing Parental Contribution 


Question 9 
How would you react to the following statement? "In awarding financial 
assistance a parental statement of income and of expenditures, as well 


as a student budget, should be examined by the awarding committee in 
order to determine parental contribution." 
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parents and general public agreed with this requirement. Fifty-seven 
persons (43 students, 11 parents, and 3 general public) commented that 
student budgets only should be examined, that parental budget is of no 
concern to government or awards officers. Eleven students, 4 parents, 
and 1 awards officer felt that parental budgets were unreliable and 
should not be the sole basis for determining parental contribution. 
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Chapter IV 


LOAN CONSIDERATIONS 


A large portion of the financial assistance granted to students in 
Alberta is through loans, either from the Canada Student Loan Plan or 
Provincial Loan Plan, or both. The attitudes of the four groups toward 
the interest-free-till graduation nature of loans, to possible maximum 
limits on loans a student can accumulate, and to a possible sex differen- 
tial in maximum accumulated loans were studied in Questions 10 to 15 of 
the questionnaire. 


The interest-free characteristic of loans was the topic for Question 
10 and 11; Table 19 gives the data on agreement with this procedure. More 
than nine out of ten of the total group stated that loans should be inter- 
est-free till graduation or withdrawal from program, with between group 
variability ranging from 80.6% agreement of the general public to 95.5% 
for the student group. In support of this procedure, twenty-three persons 
(12 students, 7 parents, 3 general public, and 1 awards officer) noted 
that interest accumulating is discouraging and might affect one's decision 
to attend. An additional 14 students, 4 parents, and 1 general public 
commented that interest accumulating during attendance would result in a 
very large debt. Those objecting to interest-free loans commented that 
such loans encourage unnecessary borrowing (14 persons), some students 
borrow money "interest-free" and invest it (5 persons), and investment by 
society is like any other business transaction -- not interst free ( 8 
persons). The overall conclusion here is one of very strong general sup- 
pert, for the interest free characteristic of loans while the student is 
in attendance at a post-secondary institution. 


Two thirds of the total group felt that there should be a limit on the 
amount of government loan debt that a student would be allowed to accumu- 
late over his years in post-secondary education (Table 20). There was a 
rather marked difference in attitude on this question between the students, 
59% of whom felt there should be a limit, and the general public, 82.9% of 
whom opted for a limit. Just under three-quarters of the parents and 
awards officers took this position. The most frequent comments made were: 
loan system is abused -- many students borrow more than they require (59 
persons, including 43 student, 8 parents, 7 general public, and 1 awards 
officer); loans should be limited to basic needs of the student (39 persons, 
of whom 19 were parents); no limit if need is valid and achievement is 
satisfactory (31 persons, 21 of whom were students); large debt is burden- 
some so a limit is required (17 persons, of whom 1l were students); limit 
according to potential earnings of student (persons, mostly parents); and 
responsible students will not accumulate excessive debts (12 students). 
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Table 19 
Attitude Toward Interest Free Loans 
TileAtterneGraduati10n 


Question 10 


Should loans be given which are interest-free until after a student 
graduates or leaves his program of study? 
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Table 20 


Opinion Regarding Limit on Accumulated Debt 


Question 12 
Should there be a limit on the amount of government loan debt that 


a student is allowed to accumulate over the years of post-secondary 
education? 
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The most frequently suggested limit on debt is in the $3000 to $5000 
range, with 50.6% of the total group suggesting these amounts. (Table 21) 
One quarter of the total group proposed amounts of $2500 or less, and 
close to another quarter proposed other or no specific amounts. There was 
a tendency for the general public to propose lower limits than did the 
students, with the amounts suggested by the parents and awards officers 
falling between these two groups. Seventy-three persons (40 students, 

24 parents, 7 general public, and 2 awards officers) commented that the 
limit should depend on the individual situation. Eighteen persons (5 
students, 4 parents, 8 general public, 1 awards officer) suggested that 

the limit of debt should be based upon expected income. Another 25 persons, 
of whom 19 were parents, suggested that students should be relatively un- 
restricted in borrowing for their first degree, except in the case of med- 
icine and dentistry, but quite restricted for a second degree. 


Three quarters of the total group believe that there should not be a 
differential on accumulated debt between the sexes, as revealed in Table 
22. Arguing for a lower accumulated debt limit for girls were 22.4% of 
the general public group, 18.2% of the parent group, 12.0% of the awards 
officers group, and 9.5% of the student group. The most frequent comments 
were: inequality of assistance is discrimination against the girls (4l 
persons, of whom 32 were students) ; girls are legally responsible (27 persons, 
22 of whom were students); boys obtain better summer jobs than girls -- 
girls need at least as much aid if not more (21 persons, of whom 16 were 
students); an educated girl can contribute financially to marriage and re- 
pay her loan (20 persons, 13 of whom were students and 5 parents); and 
educational opportunity should be equal -- knowledge is not lost (15 persons, 
6 of whom were students and 5 parents). The general and unmistakable 
conclusion here is that there should be no sex differentiation in the 
accumulated debt allowable. 


Data on suggested maximal debt for girls proposed by those who felt 
their debt limit should be lower than that for boys are given in Table 23. 
For the total group of 136 respondents, the most popular maximum debt 
level for girls was in the $1000 to $2000 range. 
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Table*21 
Suggested Limit on Accumulated Debt 
Question 13 
If you answered yes to number twelve, what should this upper limit of 


accumulated debt be? (Please indicate under ''comments" the type of 
post-secondary institution you have in mind and the length of program. ) 
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Table 22 
Possible Sex Differential on Accumulated Debt 
Question 14 
The accumulation of an educational debt by girls, a ''negative dowry'', is 
sometimes claimed to be a cause for concern, both by the girls contem- 


plating post-secondary education and their parents. Do you think that 
the maximum allowable debt for girls should be lower than that for boys? 
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Table 23 
Suggested Limit on Accumulated Debt for Girls 


Question 15 
If you answered yes to number fourteen, what should the maximum allowable 


debt for girls be? Please explain the type and length of program as in 
question thirteen. 
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Chapter V 


GRANT - LOAN CONSIDERATIONS 


Tre problem.of a suitable grant to loan ratio is a difficult one in- 
deed. Should the initial assistance be in the form of a grant or a loan, 
and if in loan form, what should be the maximum amount of the initial 
loan? Should grant assistance be greater for those with higher marks, 
and if anticipated earnings on graduation are lower? Should the same 
basis and type of assistance apply for each year of a students program? 
Questionnaire items 16 through 22 sought opinions on these issues. 


Table 24 provides data on the suggested proportion of assistance by 
grants. Of the total group, 43.7% felt that about half the assistance 
should be in grant form, about one quarter (26.8%) felt that only a small 
portion of assistance should be in grant form, and one person in six (16.7%) 
proposed that the major portion of assistance should be in grants. Few 
persons in any of the groups suggested that all assistance should be in 
grants, and there was little variability among the groups on the option of 
the major portion of assistance being in grants; understandably the stu- 
dents were a little more in favor of this option than the general public: 
Almost half of the general public, 49.3%, felt that either no assistance 
or only a small portion should be in the form of grants; the corresponding 
percentages for students, parents, and awards officers were 28.4%, 31%, 
and 29.8% respectively. It may be somewhat surprising to some readers 
that over one quarter of the students and of their parents suggested low 
grants. The diversity of opinion within each of the groups on this issue 
is interesting. The most frequent comments made were: base grant on need 
(52 persons, including 31 students and 17 parents); base grant on need 
and achievement (41 persons, including 25 students and 8 parents); "need 
criterion equalizes opportunity and develops sense of values -- keep 
present policy (41 persons, including 18 students and 13 parents). 


Table 25 presents data on reaction of the groups to various ratios of 
grant and loan. For each of the four groups and the total group the defi- 
nite tendency is to favor a 50% or less grant rather than more than half 
the assistance in grant form. The percentages favoring 50% or less grant 
for the groups were as follows: Students - 68.6%; Parents - 81.0%; General 
Public - 74.5%; Awards Officers - 80%. The most frequent comments were: 
grant-loan ratio should depend on achievement (29 persons including 19 
students); grant-loan ratio should be based on individual situation, in- 
cluding cost of program, handicaps, student living away from home, etc. 
(28 persons, including 17 students); and aid should be all loan-grant 
encourages financial irresponsibility (23 persons, including 9 students, 

4 parents, and 10 general public). 


The students were asked to indicate their degree of satisfaction with 
the grant-loan ratio in cases where both types of assistance were received. 
The data are presented in Table 26. 
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Table 24 
Suggested Proportion of Assistance by Grants 
Question 16 
To what extent do you think students should receive assistance in the 
form of grants. (Present policy in Alberta - up to $400 in grant - 


based solely on need, not on achievement.) Keep in mind that grants 
are not repayable and that money for grants comes from taxes. 


en 


Students Parents General Awards Total 
Public Officers Group 
N=402 N=281 N=144 N=47 N=874 
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TabLle- 2» 
Suggested Proportions of Grants and Loans 


Question 19 


When both loan and grant are given to a student, what percentage of the 
assistance should be grant and what percentage should be in loan? 
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Students Parents General Awards iol 
Public Officers Group 
N=385 N=263 N=122 N=45 N=815 
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Table 26 
Degree of Satisfaction with Grant-Loan Ratio 


Question 28 


If you received part loan and part grant, were you satisfied with the 
amount of grant compared to the amount of loan (i.e. the grant-loan 
ratio)? 


KMRL 


Student 
N=147 


LE 


1. I was very satisfied with the grant-loan ratio. £0). 87, 
2. I was moderately satisfied. 27 a2 
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Two students out of five were very satisfied with the ratio they 
received, and an additional 27.2% were moderately satisfied. This 
totals to two thirds (68%) who were at least moderately satisfied. On 
the other side of the ledger were a quarter of the students who were 
either dissatisfied or very dissatisfied with the ratio. The most fre- 
quent comment made was that the grant was too low; it should have been 
the basic $400. These students apparently viewed the maximum grant of 
$400 as the basic grant and were concerned that they did not receive the 
full amount. 


Wide diversity of opinion is evident on the issue of whether the 
initial assistance should be in the form of a loan or a grant, as reveal- 
ed in Table 27. Students and parents are pretty evenly split on this 
issue, whereas the general public and awards officers are much more in- 
clined to a loan as the initial form of assistance. In the total group 
half favor loans first whereas two in five favor grants first with one in 
ten having no opinion. Table 28 gives the distribution of suggested in- 
itial loans. For the total group the two most popular loan values were 
$500 and $750, with few persons proposing loan values of $250 or less. 
Three persons in ten (29%) proposed other values or no specific loan val- 
ues. The comments made suggest, however, that there may have been some 
confusion between the maximum initial loan made and the maximum total 
loan made in any one year. For example, 36 persons, including 19 students 
and 12 parents, suggested that the maximum loan should be based on need 
and could range between $1000 and $1500. There is sufficient doubt about 
these data to invalidate their use. 


The majority of respondents believe that as long as a student has 
satisfactory marks he should be eligible for the same amount of non- 
repayable assistance as a student with high marks. The data are presented 
in Table 29. Almost two-thirds of the total group hold this view. Just 
over a quarter of the total group (27.8%) believe that the amount of non- 
repayable assistance should be tied to academic average. It is interest- 
ing to note that the students are more inclined to make the amount of 
non-repayable assistance conditional on academic average than are parents, 
the general public, and awards officers. However, the inclusion of 
grants and scholarships together in the general term "non-repayable 
assistance" may have confused the issue somewhat; scholarships are always 
contingent upon academic standing whereas grants may or may not be. The 
most frequent comments made were: marks do not always indicate effort and 
potential (44 persons, including 32 students and 10 parents); reward achie- 
vement on a sliding scale to provide insentive to work (44 persons, in- 
cluding 35 students and 7 parents); base grant on need and satisfactory 
marks (39 persons, including 36 students); and students with high marks 
get scholarships and do not need grants. 
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Table 27 
Suggested Form of Initial Assistance 


Question 17 


In some provinces, when a student applies for assistance, the first 
portion is given in the form of a loan, then an additional non- 
repayable grant may ge given. (For example, a student applying for 
$500 might receive $350 in loan form and $150 in grant form or a 
student applying for $300 might receive $300 in loan.) 


SSS orente Generel  Awegdy . Total 


Students Parents General Awards Loaal 
Public Officers Group 
N=403 N=279 N=147 N=47 N=876 
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Table 28 
Suggested Limit on Loan if this is the 
Initial Form of Assistance 


Question 18 


If the first type of assistance’ is. to be loan what maximum amount 
of loan would you suggest? 


Students Parents General Awards Total 

Pup lic Officers Group 
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a_i OE eers Greg 

1. $100 Jie Ls 0.0% 0207, B72 Lia 
2275150 0.8 Ooh LO 0.0 0.8 
BeeS2 00 0.8 4.0 0.0 16. 41 2.85 
4. $250 Diotk 220 a2 Saez 20 
a2niS300 tase | 4.7 ble Loni a0 
6. $400 ee? Sus Lk. 3 Dae 3,9 
JL eSa00 20.7 26,2 20.8 16.a 22.01 
8. $600 S.2 657 Lie 6.5 lee 
9208750 Lo. a eee ee Bs) LZ! Re Par 
10. other 34.9 23,.D 24.0 lo 2p...0 






ona sf aida I 
ovidety io om 





into? sbxewA Sevens ednexsT elnebuse ~~ ay 
quem 81853720 Tidus ae a. _ 
idan fen _- Oe earen fas=n -. 





42 


Table 29 
Possible Differential in Non-Repayable Assistance 
Based on Academic Achievement 


Question 20 


What is your reaction to the following statement? 

Students with above average academic achievement should be given a 
greater proportion of their assistance in non-repayable form (i.e. 
grant, scholarship) than should students with lower marks. 


Se A AS POEORTG). 


Students Parents General Awards Hoeal 
Public Officers Group 
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Considerable diversity of opinion exists on whether or not financial 
assistance should be given on the same basis in all years of a students' 
program. (Table 30) For the total group, 44.6% believe that assistance 
should be on the same basis for each year, whereas one third of the group 
(33.6%) feel that the student should be required to take more of this 
assistance in loan form in the early years of his program because he has 
not yet "proved" himself. Awards officers are the most inclined to re- 
commend the same basis for each year (58.3%) and the general public the 
least likely to recommend this alternative (36.2%). Comments most freq- 
uently made were the following: evaluate each year separately on the 
basis of need (39 persons, 33 of whom were students); student potential 
is greater in third and fourth years and warrants more grant (28 persons, 
26 of whom were students); and convert loan to grant on the basis of ach- 
ievement (12 persons, including 5 students and 4 parents). 


The final issue dealt with here is possible greater grants to those 
whose anticipated earnings upon graduation are lower. The data are preé- 
sented in Table 31. Three out of five of the total group (59.7%) either 
disagree or strongly disagree with this proposal, whereas just over a quar- 
ter (27.1%) are in some measure of agreement. There is little variability 
in opinion between groups, all of whom show greater disagreement than agree- 
ment with the proposal, and about one person in eight in the "undecided" 
category. Most frequent comments were the following: such a policy would 
be too difficult to implement -- relative earning power varies even with- 
in professions (43 persons, including 21 students, 12 parents, 7 general 
public, and 3 award officers); no adjustment is necessary because length 
of program and amount of assistance are directly related to earning power 
( 35 persons, including 25 students and 9 parents); and such a policy 
discriminates against faculties by forcing students into lower paying 
professions (12 persons, 10 of whom were students). 
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Table 30 
Possible Differential in Assistance for 
Different Years of Program 


Question 21 


Should financial assistance be given on the same basis in all years of an 
individual's post-secondary program? For example, should a student in 
the first year of a four year program be eligible for the same type and 
amount of assistance as a student in the fourth year. ofva program? In- 
dicate which of the following best describes your opinion. 


re ee eee 1a See Sori. 
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Table 31 
Possible Larger Grants to Students with Lower 
Anticipated Earnings upon Graduation 


Question 22 


What is your reaction to the following: An individual with a lower 
expected earning power after graduation should be given a greater 
portion of assistance in grant form than should an individual with 
a relatively greater expected earning power. 
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Chapter VI 


CONCLUSIONS 


The following conclusions appear to be warranted by the data: 


1. There is considerable diversity of views on the policy issue 
concerned with primary responsibility for financing post-sescondary ed- 
ucation. Many persons questionnaired noted that this was primarily the 
responsibility of parents and the student, whereas a comparable number 
disagreed with this policy, believing the responsibility to lie with 
society generally. However, there was general recognition of a social 
responsibility on the part of parents to help finance their children's 
education as far as their circumstances permit. It can be concluded 
that both the individual and society have an important stake in post- 
secondary education and both should contribute to it. 


2. There was general satisfaction with the financial aid program as 
it has been operating in Alberta, and it has been meeting a very import- 
ant need. Many students could not have attended post-secondary institu- 
Cions* without it. 


3. There is a strong feeling that tuition fees should not be elimi- 
nated. This is true for all four groups studied -- students, parents, 
general public, and awards officers. One can only conclude from these 
results that the requirement of a tuition fee continues to be considered 
important. 


4. Annual taxable income appears to be the best basis for determining 
parental contribution to post-secondary education. Exemption from such 
payment should be provided, however, for low income parents. On the other 
hand there should be no maximum contribution expected from a high income 
family for education of their children. 


5. Loans should continue to be interest-free until the student grad- 
uates or leaves his program. There is support for considering a maximum 
level of debt that a student would be allowed to accumulate. This maxi- 
mum level should not be related to sex, i.e. girls should be allowed to 
accumulate as much debt as boys. 


6. There is a distinct preference for grants to form 50% or less of 
the total assistance received by students. Wide diversity of opinion is 
present on whether the student should receive a grant or a loan as his 
first type of assistance; no clear cut conclusion on this issue is possible 
from the data, though the general public and awards officers would prefer 
a loan first. 
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7. No conclusion is possible on whether or not financial assistance 
should be given on the same basis for each year of the student's program. 
The strongest option preferred was to allocate assistance on the same 
basis for each year, but a rather close second option was to require 
students in their early years of the program to take more assistance in 
loan form. 
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TO 


POST-SECONDARY STUDENTS 


THE STUDENTS ASSISTANCE BOARD 
Department of Education 
Government of Alberta 
Edmonton, Alberta 


The Students Assistance Board is carrying out a study concern- 
ing the allocation of financial assistance to post-secondary stud- 
ents under the direction of Dr. Donald C. Fair, Department of 
Educational Psychology, the University of Alberta. 


Part of the study deals with the attitudes of various groups 
of people toward student financial aid. Your frank responses to 
the questions will be much appreciated and held confidential. 
Results of this study will be used in a review of the policies of 
the Students Assistance Board in allocating financial aid to stud- 
ents. It is for this reason that your responses are so important 
to us. 
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STUDENTS ASSISTANCE BOARD 


Department of Education 
"Study of financial assistance for post-secondary students" 
Please answer each question by checking (y¥ ) the choice at the right which 


best describes your opinion. A space is provided for your comments. 


1. The policy of many provincial governments is that the primary responsibility 
for financing education beyond high school rests with the parents and the 
student. How do you react to this policy? 


Comments: strongly agree 9) 
agree (2) 

undecided (3) 

disagree (4) 

strongly disagree >) 


2. React to the following statement: Parents, if family circumstances permit, 
should be expected to pay a major portion of their children's post-secondary 
education costs. 


Comments: strongly agree (1) 
agree G2) 

undecided (3) 

disagree (4) 

strongly disagree 65) 


3. The basis for assessing the expected contribution from parents should be the 
total annual taxable income of the parents from all sources. (Taxable in- 
come is not total earnings. It is the amount of income remaining after all 
allowable deductions, for example, for dependents, charitable donations etc., 
have been made.) How do you feel about this? 


Comments: strongly agree Ct) 
agree (2) 

undecided (3) 

disagree (4) 


strongly disagree (3) 


ft) 
($) 
(€) 
(+) 
(é) 
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In your opinion, should parents be exempted from contribution if their tax- 
able income falls below a certain limit? 


Comments: yes (1) 


no CZ) 


If you answered yes in question four, what should this lower limit be? 


Comments: $200 (1) 
$300 (2) 
$500 > ee et ea) 
$750 (4) 

$1000, ss (>) 

91500)... (6) 

$2000 (7) 

$2500 (8) 

other - please give amount under "comments" (9) 
nosopiniongs =e sD 


Should there be a maximum amount that parents, including those who could 
afford to pay the total cost, be expected to contribute towards their 
children's education beyond high school? 


Comments: yes Cip 
undecided (2) 


no (3) 
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If you agree with number six, what should this maximum be for each year? 
Comments: less than $200 
between $200 and $400 
between $400 and $600 
between $600 and $800 
between $800 and $1000 
between $1000 and $1200 
between $1200 and $1500 
more than $1500 
other - please give amount under "comments" 
no opinion 
Could you suggest a way or ways other than taxable income in which parental 
contribution might be determined? If yes, briefly describe method and 


indicate how much this contribution should be. 


Comments: yes 


no 


How would you react to the following statement? "In awarding financial 


assistance a parental statement of income and of expenditures, as well 
as a student budget, should be examined by the awarding committee in 


order to determine parental contribution." 
Comments: strongly agree 
agree 
undecided 
disagree 


strongly disagree 


(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
7) 
(8) 
(9) 


(10) 


(1) 
(2) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
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Should loans be given which are interest-free until after a student graduates 
or leaves his program of study? 


Comments: yes 
undecided 


no 


If you answered no in question number ten, please explain why. 


Comments: 


Should there be a limit on the amount of government loan debt that a student 
is allowed to accumulate over the years of post-secondary education? 


Comments: yes 
undecided 
no 
If you answered yes to number twelve, what should this upper limit of 
accumulated debt be? (Please indicate under "comments" the type of post- 


secondary institution you have in mind and the length of program. ) 


Comments: $500 


$750 
$1000 
$1500 
$2000 
$2500 
$3000 
$4000 
$5000 


other - please give amount under "comments" 


(2) 
(3) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
(9) 


(10) 
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The accumulation of an educational debt by girls, a 'negative dowry", is 
sometimes claimed to be a cause for concern, both by the girls contemplating 
post-secondary education and their parents. Do you think that the maximum 
allowable debt for girls should be lower than that for boys? 
Comments: yes 
undecided 
no 
If you answered yes to number fourteen, what should the maximum allowable 
debt for girls be? Please explain the type and length of program as in 
question thirteen. 
Comments: $500 
$750 
$1000 
$2000 
$2500 
$3000 
$4000 
$5000 
other - please give amount under "comments" 
To what extent do you think students should recéive assistance in the form of 
grants. (Present policy in Alberta - up to $400 in grant - based solely on 
need, not on achievement.) Keep in mind that grants are not repayable and 
that money for grants comes from taxes. 
All assistance should be in grant form. 


The major portion of assistance should be in grants . 
About half of the assistance given should be in grant form. 


Only a small portion of assistance should be in grant . 
No assistance should be in the grant form....... . 
1 have no opinion. . +» «+ +s «*% » +» © «GOR Grane = & 


Comments: 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
> 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
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In some provinces, when a student applies for assistance, the first portion 
is given in the form of a loan, then an additional non-repayable grant may 

be given. (For example, a student applying for $500 might receive $350 in 
loan form and $150 in grant form or a student applying for $300 might receive 
$300 in loan.) 

I agree that the initial assistance should be in the form of a loan. 

I feel that the initial assistance should be in the form of a grant. 

I have no opinion. 


Comments: 


If the first type of assistance is to be loan what maximum amount of loan 
would you suggest? 


Comments: $100 
$150 
$200 
$250 
$300 
$400 
$500 
$600 
$750 

other - please give amount under "comments" 


When both loan and grant are given to a student, what percentage of the 
assistance should be grant and what percentage should be in loan? 


Comments: 25% grant - 75% loan 
40% grant - 60% loan 
50% grant - 50% loan 
60% grant - 40% loan 
75% grant - 25% loan 


other - please give rates under "comments" 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(>) 
(6) 
(7) 
(8) 
(9) 


(10) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
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What is your reaction to the following statement? Students with above 

average academic achievement should be given a greater portion of their 
assistance in non-repayable form (i.e. grant, scholarship) than should 

students with lower marks. 


Teperecauith the above statement . 2 6 n+ ws + 8 so EG ey eee 
As long as a student has satisfactory marks he should be eligible 
for the same amount of grant as a student with high marks. 
Non-repayable assistance should be given only to students with 
MEONEHAVErACGUMaY KGL) chs i, Gili) ol ya Sap el Sees fies ep a) Fee eo ee ee 
Other - please elaborate under "comments". .... - 

Iehave no opinion onthe matter. =) cn a> 


Comments: 


Should financial assistance be given on the same basis in all years of an 

individual's post-secondary program? For example, should a student in the 
first year of a four-year program be eligible for the same type and amount 
of assistance as a student in the fourth year of a program? Indicate which 


of the following best describes your opinion. 


Financial assistance should be given on the same basis for all years 
Gr tcostesccondary ceduca tions nr we Py sree eh eee yt 

A student in early years of his program should be required to take 
the major portion of assistance in loan form because he must prove 
himself before non-repayable money is allotted to him. Pee ar 

A student in the early years of his program should be given the 
major portion of his assistance in grant form because he has enough 
to worry about without the burden of going into debt.. 

Other - please elaborate under “comments: + « ¢ «© «© 6 © « + » gee 
Tamuundecided sinuthie ssSGe. 5 .t2 ee ieee ee es 


Comments : 


(1) 
(2) 
(2) 


(4) 
(5) 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
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22. What is your reaction to the following: An individual with a lower expected 
earning power after graduation should be given a greater portion of assistance 
in grant form than should an individual with a relatively greater expected 
earning power. 

Comments: strongly agree 
agree 

undecided 

disagree 

strongly disagree 

23. Some people argue that student tuition fees in post-secondary institutions 
should be eliminated and that this cost should be borne entirely by the 
taxpayer. How do you feel about this? 

Comments: strongly agree 
agree 

undecided 

disagree 

strongly disagree 

24. React to the following statement: No student should have to interrupt 
his or her post-secondary education for financial reasons. 

Comments: strongly agree 
agree 

undecided 

disagree 

strongly disagree 


other - please specify under "comments" 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
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26. 


In your opinion, when should an individual be considered as financially 
independent of his parents as far as paying the cost of post-secondary 
education is conerned. Indicate one or more of the following. 


At the start of post-secondary education. . 


Ai agerls. GC LOAD, LOPORRG. OF HULGEO, OM ENS AIEEE Fee roe Mal tet hgh Fetter heh te 
Att ager? Dapie.ec. 4 €.. a0. roe, oF. AOMAAY, 7% Ms 

When he or she is no Gres living at Girone ot ee bikge aw hae * 

When he or she gets married. .... . & 


He or she should not be expected to he Gicanedellet idenentent 

as long as he or she is going to post-secondary school 

It depends on the individual's particular situation. ....++. - 
A combination of the above or other (describe under "comments"). . 


Comments: 


Opinions appear to differ about whether it is society or the individual 


that stands to gain from post-secondary education. Some feel that it is 
the individual who benefits the most, others feel it is society, and still 


others claim that the individual and society benefit equally. What do 
you think? 


Society benefits the most. : 

The individual benefits the most . ee 

Society and the individual benefit Lindl Bn pane a PU Sw aa 
Society and the individual are so inseparable that wan 

a question cannot be answered. 

No opinion . 


Comments: 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 


(6) 
(7) 
(8) 


(1) 
(2) 
(3) 


(4) 
(5) 
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QUESTIONS FOR PARENTS ONLY 


eT . Which of the following best describes the effect of receiving financial 
assistance from the government upon your family? 
The amount of loan imposed no burden on the family...-.-+++++++ees 
The loan imposed a slight burden on the family, but no 
PREOLEP ADL Gy hie Gs osc che ae es ha we oe OH eae eee ok feouatG-to Gover nee 
The loan imposed a considerable financial burden upon the 
HAMEL Yuh sac csa see oe teaser ee > soo > eee than adequate te -eever nee 
Heameundecided on this matters ccc. cee ccs cree ss 48 nwo se ee eek eee ® 
Comments: 

Zo. Student Assistance Board records indicate that you have one or more 


children who received financial assistance in the 1967-68 year. The 

amount of assistance given was based in part upon an expected contribution 
from you. From what sources did this contribution come? Mark the three 
most important sources in pedere, (156. 1542, 35)4 


regular income 
savings specifically set aside 
general savings and other assets (property, stocks, etc. ) 
loan from bank or other agency 
mother went to work specifically for this purpose 
father took an extra job or worked longer hours 
other - please explain under "comments" 


Comments: 


19). 
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28). 


29: 


QUESTIONS FOR STUDENTS ONLY 


10; 
Students Assistance Board records indicate that you received financial 
assistance during 1967-68. In your opinion, was the assistance you were 
given 
inadequate (1) 
adequate to cover needs (2) 
more than adequate to cover needs (3) 
Comments: 
If you received part loan and part grant, were you satisfied with the 
amount of grant compared to the amount of loan (i.e. the grant-loan ratio)? 
I was very satisfied with the grant-loan Fak: (ce Ro Ser Ore ee re eee me Aue a Ci) 
Sewanee moderatel y SAGLe CLEC ya. oe ae ise a uie «Roe 4b oie aie 9 wipitsiei Sista ale ng wt (2) 
BAe ii VO pli cc arptre treet one ele em 14918 Lwin ioe elnie a: Cree e 2 in owes lege ero (3) 
Riwase A es atiat Peder sc eG we Lees Ae ee Foe ere es Ses ee a eta ees Freee es (4) 
sO VELY, 1 SSA CIS ELeU aun caress ops y 8 TF Hie Sie Bw eee FF inleleinieee grin tae (5) 


Comments: 


Which of the following statements best describes your opinion of the importance 
of the assistance given you? 


I could not have continued my education without the assistance 


Brie St ice sece se clase oe Sn tee Na in cee eee (1) 
The assistance was a great help and I would have been hard- 

pressed to get by  Whthoute tten ca wenn oc p47 swale oe a ea (2) 
I could have managed without assistance but it did make finances 

SRIAUELG LOSh presse dra + ot ox gece 1) Brito te te Oe ee ees (3) 
The assistance was not really needed but it was nice to have...... (4) 
Other - please explain under foomments' viscose vik orgies ee viene es ee (5) 


Comments: 
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QUESTION FOR GENERAL PUBLIC AND 
AWARDS OFFICERS ONLY 


In the space provided below, please state any additional ideas or opinions 
that you have regarding financial assistance to students. 


Comments: 


10. 
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QUESTION FOR PARENTS ONLY 


Which of the following statements best describes your opinion of the 
importance of assistance given your son or daughter? 


Our son or daughter could not have attended a post-secondary 
institute without the assistance. 

The assistance was a great help and we would have been hard- 
pressed to get by without it. 

We could have managed without assistance but it did make 
finances a little less pressured. 

The assistance was not really needed but it was nice to have. 
Other - please explain under ''comments". 


Comments: 
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